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 21 

Abstract 22 

Background: Acute respiratory infection (ARI) caused by RNA viruses is still one of the 23 

main diseases all over the world such as SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A virus. mNGS was 24 

a powerful tool for ethological diagnosis. But there were some challenges during mNGS 25 

implementation in clinical settings such as time-consuming manipulation and lack of 26 

comprehensive analytical validation. 27 

Methods: We set up CATCH that was a mNGS method based on RNA and DNA hybrid 28 

tagmentation via Tn5 transposon.  Seven respiratory RNA viruses and three subtypes of 29 

Influenza A virus had been used to test CATCH's capabilities of detection and semi-30 

quantification. Analytical performance of SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A virus had been 31 

determined with reference standards. We compared accuracy of CATCH with quantitative 32 

real time PCR by using clinical 98 samples from 64 COVID-19 patients. 33 

Results: We minimized the library preparation process to 3 hours and handling time to 35 34 

minutes. Duplicate filtered RPM of 7 respiratory viruses and 3 Influenza A virus subtypes 35 

were highly correlated with viral concentration (r=0.60, p<0.001, Spearman correlation 36 
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test). LOD of SARS-CoV-2 was 39.2 copies/test and of Influenza A virus was 278.1 37 

copies/mL Comparing with qR-TPCR, the overall accuracy of CATCH was 91.4%. 38 

Sensitivity was 84.5% and specificity was 100%. Meanwhile, there were significant 39 

difference of microbial profile in oropharyngeal swabs among critical, moderate patients 40 

and healthy controls (p<0.001, PERMANOVA test). 41 

Conclusion: Although further optimization is needed before CATCH can be rolled out as 42 

a routine diagnostic test, we highlight the potential impact of it advancing molecular 43 

diagnostics for respiratory pathogens. 44 

 45 

Key words: RNA viruses, COVID-19, mNGS, Tn5 transposon, analytical validation 46 

 47 

Background 48 

Respiratory tract infection, as a global burden on public health, has caused extensive 49 

morbidity and mortality worldwide in the past decades. It is 3rd leading causes of death 50 

among all ages by 20151. In most cases of severe acute respiratory tract infections, RNA 51 

viruses are pathogenic agents2-4. For example, the novel coronavirus SARS-CoV-2, 52 

which is pathogen of COVID-19, has caused over 3 million people infected and 53 

thousands death from December 2019 until now5,6. Traditional nucleotide analysis 54 

methods for RNA viruses, such as quantitative reverse transcription PCR (qRT-PCR), are 55 
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sensitive and specific, but only focused on pre-defined species or subtypes.  56 

Metagenomic next-generation sequencing (mNGS), which is well studied on pathogen 57 

detection recently, offers a culture-free and nucleotide sequence independent method that 58 

eliminates the need to define the targets for diagnosis beforehand7. However, most of 59 

those protocols have time-consuming steps and complicated manipulation including RNA 60 

extractions, reverse transcription, second-strand complementary synthesis, 61 

preamplification/isothermal amplification, adapter ligation and PCR amplification. It not 62 

only takes a long time to wait for diagnostics results but also not easy for clinician to use 63 

in a large scale. Bacterial transposase Tn5 has been employed in next generation 64 

sequencing by cutting double-stranded DNA (dsDNA) and ligate the resulting DNA ends 65 

to specific adaptors8-10. It has been successfully used in mNGS for pathogen detection in 66 

low input specimens11. Furthermore, it also can skip second-strand complementary 67 

synthesis by direct tagmentation of RNA/DNA hybrids in scRNA-seq and SARS-CoV-68 

212-14. But the lack of method standardization and validation of these workflows 69 

encumbers the ability to assess the variability of results generated by different 70 

laboratories, leading to uncertainty in the results7,11,15,16. Hence, laboratory validation 71 

including low limit of detection (LOD), precision, stability, effects of interference and 72 

accuracy for RNA viruses in one single assay is essential for implementation of mNGS 73 

for routine pathogen detection in clinical diagnostic laboratories.  74 
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In this study, we optimized metatranscriptomic protocol based on RNA/DNA hybrid 75 

tagmentation for detecting respiratory RNA viruses.  We call this method as CATCH 76 

(pathogeniC rnA/dna hybrid Tagmentation teCHnology). We aimed to build up a rapid 77 

and accurate method for mNGS to be used as a broad diagnostic tool for viral respiratory 78 

diseases with the potential for pan-pathogen detection. Despite validation of laboratory 79 

performance, we also determined its sensitivity and accuracy compared to that of existing 80 

diagnostics method–qRT-PCR, using clinical samples from hospital patients during these 81 

COVID-19 pandemic. Further optimization is needed before CATCH can be rolled out as 82 

a routine diagnostic test, but we highlight the potential impact of it advancing molecular 83 

diagnostics for respiratory pathogens. 84 

 85 

Methods 86 

CATCH workflow for respiratory RNA viruses detection 87 

RNA was extracted using QIAamp Viral RNA Mini Kit (Qiagen, Cat.No. 52904) 88 

following the manufacturer’s instructions. Internal RNA controls, consisting of an RNA 89 

phage (Escherichia coli bacteriophage MS2, ATCC15597-B1, Hecin Scientific, Inc), was 90 

added into all the samples before RNA extraction at a concentration of 1x103 copies/mL, 91 

in approximately 10-fold of its LOD11. DNA was then removed through Denature buffer 92 

and DNase in Repli-g WTA kits (Qigen, Cat.No.150063). After removal of the DNA, 93 
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RNA/DNA hybrids were synthesis by SuperScriptTM IV First-Strand Synthesis System 94 

(Thermo Fisher, Cat.No. 18091050). RNA/DNA hybrids tagmentation and indexing-PCR 95 

protocol are optimized according to Nextera XT DNA Library Prep Kit (Illumina, 96 

Cat.No. lFC-131-1096, Supplementary Protocol). For pooling, each library was 97 

quantified individually using the Qubit dsDNA HS Assay Kit (Thermo Fisher, Cat.No. 98 

Q32851), followed by combining equimolar concentrations of DNA libraries. The size 99 

distribution of the combined pools was determined using the High Sensitivity DNA kit 100 

(Agilent, Cat.No. 5067-5583) on an Agilent 4200 Bioanalyzer. Library pools were then 101 

sequenced on Illumina NextSeq 500 platform with SE (Single-End) 75 cycles sequencing 102 

strategy to generate a minimum of 10~20 million reads for each library. 103 

Bioinformatics workflow and data processing  104 

We first used software fastp17 (v0.19.5) to filter low-quality reads and remove adapter 105 

with parameters: -q 20 -c -l 50), low complexity reads removal by Komplexity (-F, -k 8, -t 106 

0.2, version: Nov-2019), host removal by bmtagger 107 

ftp://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pub/agarwala/bmtagger), and ribosomal reads 108 

removal by SortMeRNA18 (version:2.1b). Next, we applied Kraken219 (version 2.0.8-109 

beta, parameters: --threads 24 --confidence 0.2) to assign microbial taxonomic 110 

assignment against the large NT reference database (version: Nov-2019) combining with 111 

current SARS-CoV-2 reference genome (accession ID: NC_045512.2). Duplicate filtered 112 
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RPM of each virus were calculated by the follow steps: 1) Extracting reads annotated as 113 

targeted viral species except for SARS-CoV-2. 2) Aligning all reads to targeted reference 114 

genome with tblastx20 (-max_target_seqs 1 -max_hsps 1 -evalue 1e-5, version:). 115 

Alignment with beyond 90% identity of reference sequence and 90% length of query 116 

reads are considered. 3) Reads with same start position were marked as duplicated reads 117 

and discarded. Rest of reads were used to calculate RPM (reads per millions) by 118 

normalizing sequencing data size. For SARS-CoV-2, reads belong to Betacoronavirus are 119 

extracted. Reference sequences of all Betacoronavirus were used for blastn20 alignment (-120 

max_target_seqs 1 -max_hsps 1 -evalue 1e-5, version:). Best hits of SARS-CoV-2 have 121 

been kept for following analysis. The following steps were same with other viruses. For 122 

classification of Influenza A virus subtypes, TAEC21 had been used with default 123 

parameter and influenza viruses database from NCBI22. We defined positive detection of 124 

bacteria, fungus and viruses by the following threshold criteria: 1) more than 3 non over 125 

lapping reads from distinct genomic regions for viruses; 2) 10-fold higher duplicate 126 

filtered RPM than NTC. The rest of microbial taxon were considered as contamination 127 

and discarded. 128 

Study design of Respiratory RNA viral species and subspecies detection by CATCH 129 

To study the performance of CATCH on detection of respiratory RNA viral species and 130 

subspecies, we designed a panel with two Reference Standards kit. The SARS-COV-2 131 
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Standard (Lot No. GBW(E)091090) was donated by the National Institute of Metrology, 132 

China and the 2nd National Reference Panel for Influenza A Viral Nucleic Acids 133 

Detection Kit (Lot No.370051-201801) was acquired from the National Institutes for 134 

Food and Drug Control, China.  In brief, all of 7 Respiratory RNA viruses and 3 135 

Influenza A virus subspecies standard reference were first tested its highest dilution fold 136 

(similar with LOD) except for SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A virus (A/2009/H1N1) 137 

which had exact viral concentrations. We defined these concentrations as baseline for the 138 

other 6 RNA viruses and 2 Influenza A virus subspecies. For each virus or subspecies, we 139 

improved its concentration to 10-fold comparing with baseline. Each trial was repeated 140 

three times. For SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A virus (A/2009/H1N1), we set 141 

102copies/test and 104copies/mL as baseline. Each trial was repeated three times. 142 

Evaluation of analytical performance characteristics 143 

1) limit of detection: SARS-COV-2 RNA standard was spiked into RNA extracted from 144 

oropharyngeal swabs VTM matrix of asymptomatic donors at concentrations ranging 145 

from 10 to 104 copies/test. Influenza A virus (A/2009/H1N1) reference standard was 146 

spiked into oropharyngeal swabs VTM matrix at concentrations ranging from 102 to 105 147 

copies/mL. LOD were calculated in R (version 3.5.1) using probit regression analysis23 148 

following approved guidelines of clinical and laboratory standards institute with 3 to 20 149 

replicates performed at each concentration. 2) Precision: External PC and NTC samples 150 
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were analyzed over 5 independent mNGS runs (inter-run reproducibility) and as 3 151 

independent sets over 1 run (intra-run reproducibility) and evaluated for quality control 152 

metrics and viral detection using established thresholds. 3) Interference: to evaluate the 153 

effect of human host background on mNGS assay performance, we spiked SARS-COV-2 154 

and Influenza A virus (A/2009/H1N1) standards into low (1 x 104 cells/mL), medium 155 

(1x105 cells/mL), and high (1x106 cells/mL) titers of human A549 cell. 4) Stability: to 156 

assess stability, 3 replicates of external PC were placed in a refrigerator at 4℃ for 0, 3 157 

and 6 days. After these manipulations, mNGS libraries were generated from the samples 158 

and sequenced. 159 

Patients and clinical samples 160 

Residual RNA samples from patients at Beijing Youan Hospital with laboratory 161 

confirmed COVID-2019 (diagnosed by qRT-PCR) and those with suspected COVID-162 

2019 but testing negative. 64 patients were enrolled in this study according to the 7th 163 

guideline for the diagnosis and treatment of COVID-19 from the National Health 164 

Commission of the People's Republic of China. Residual RNA samples (n=98) were 165 

stored at Youan prior to testing. mNGS test results were compared to qRT-PCR testing 166 

results. Sensitivity and specificity of the mNGS assay were calculated relative to prior 167 

qRT-PCR test. Moreover, oropharyngeal swabs from 15 healthy volunteers were 168 
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collected and used as healthy controls. 169 

qRT-PCR assays 170 

We performed qRT-PCR assay using the ABI ViiA7 (Applied Biosystems) instrument 171 

according to the CDC EUA-approved protocol. SARS-CoV-2 was detected with the 172 

following primers: For N gene, the forward 5'CACATTGGCACCCGCAATC3', reverse 173 

5'GAGGAACGAGAAGAGGCTTG3' and the probe fam-174 

5'ACTTCCTCAAGGAACAACATTGCCA3'-BHQ1.  For ORF1ab gene, the forward 5' 175 

GTGARATGGTCATGTGTGGCGG3', reverse 5' 176 

CARATGTTAAASACACTATTAGCATA3' and the probe VIC-177 

5'CAGGTGGAACCTCATCAGGAGATGC3'-BHQ124. All oligos and probes were 178 

acquired from Sangon Shanghai.  179 

Statistical analysis 180 

Mann Whitney U test or Kruskal Wallis rank sum test was used for continuous variables 181 

that do not follow a normal distribution. A comparison of microbiota was done by Perm-182 

ANOVA test. Spearman method was used for correlation test between Ct values/viral 183 

concentration and duplicate filtered RPM. 184 
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 208 

Results 209 

 CATCH workflow for clinical RNA viruses detection 210 

To further adaptation of clinical uses, we minimized mNGS library preparation time and 211 

steps by upgrading reverse transcriptase from Superscript III to Superscript IV (Thermo 212 

Fisher), combing extension and adaptor-PCR in one step and reducing PCR extension 213 

time within each cycle. We minimized the total time on library preparation to 3 hours and 214 

on-hands time to 35 min (Supplementary Protocol, Figure 1A). For confirmation of this 215 

workflow on RNA viruses detection, we tested 7 respiratory RNA viruses which were 216 

common in CAP patients including SARS-CoV-2, Influenza A virus (A/2009/H1N1), 217 

Influenza B virus (B/Vitoria), respiratory syncytial virus, parainfluenza virus, mumps 218 

virus and rubella virus. All 7 RNA viruses were detected though this workflow (Figure 219 

1B). Except for exploring targeted virus detected or not, we also tested performance of 220 

our workflow on semi-quantification of each RNA virus by increasing concentration of 221 

each virus to ten times comparing with baseline separately and calculating fold-change of 222 

duplicate filtered RPM (Methods). We assumed that we could observe a significant 223 

increase of viral signals in mNGS assay if our workflow can quantitatively measure 224 

concentration of RNA viruses in spike-in samples. The fold-change of duplicate filtered 225 
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RPM are expected to be 10X. If then it indicates a strong capability for quantification of 226 

our workflow. We found that viral signals of these 7 RNA viruses were ranged from 227 

0.18[0.04, 0.33] to 177.06[141.03, 213.09] as baseline and fold-change comparing with 228 

baseline were ranged from 5.76[2.96, 8.55] to 19.05[9.82, 28.29] (Table 1). As we 229 

thought, all of 7 RNA viruses had a significant fold change in its own trials and duplicate 230 

filtered viral RPM generated by CATCH are significantly correlated with viral 231 

conentraion (r=0.60, p=7.83e-16). However, parainfluenza virus and mumps rubulavirus 232 

showed a lower fold change than expectation (Mann Whitney U test, p=0.029 and 233 

p=0.022), while rubella virus showed significantly higher fold-change than expectation 234 

(Mann Whitney U test, p=0.049, Figure 1B). Further, to explore the performance of 235 

distinguishing and quantifying related sub-species, we tested three important subtype of 236 

Influenza A virus: pandemic A/2009/H1N1, A/H3N2 and A/H7N9. All these three 237 

influenza A viruses can be detected. However, except for H3N2, the other two subtypes 238 

had lower fold change of duplicate filtered RPM than our expectation (Mann Whitney U 239 

test, p=0.002, p=0.29 and p<0.001, Figure 1C, Table 1).  240 

Analytical performance of Influenza A virus and SARS-CoV-2 241 

To calculate 95% limits of detection (LOD), defined as the lowest concentration at which 242 

95% of positive samples were detected, we evaluated SARS-CoV-2 and Influenza A virus 243 

separately at 5 different concentration levels, testing three to 20 replicates at each 244 
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concentration. From 105 copies/mL to 500 copies/mL library produced 245 

2,163.00[1,093.23, 3,224.10] duplicate filtered RPM mapping to Influenza A virus. For 246 

SARS-CoV-2, we got 1,533.67[1,015.48, 2,049.86] to 11[6.03, 15.97] duplicate filtered 247 

RPM from 104 copies/test to 50 copies/test (Figure S1A and B). Across the dilution 248 

series, duplicate-filtered RPM of both viruses were strongly associated with viral copies 249 

or titers (Spearman Correlation Test, p=1.41e10-11 and p=2.12e10-11). Using probit 250 

regression analysis, a 95% limit of detection is determined for SARS-CoV-2 and 251 

Influenza A virus (Table 2). Further, we evaluated the effects of interference from host 252 

cell on mNGS assay performance. Host cell at a level of more than 105 cells /mL resulted 253 

in a significant reduction in number of IC and virial signals of Influenza A virus 254 

comparing with no additional host cell (Mann Whitney U test, p=0.06, p=0.04 and 0.03, 255 

Figure S1C). Moreover, inter- and intra-assay reproducibility and stability of held in 4℃ 256 

for 0,3,6 days are also performed (Table 2). We did not find any significant difference 257 

among Days 0, 3 and 6 (Mann Whitney U test, p=0.23 and p=0.53 and 0.55, Figure S1D). 258 

Retrospective validation on swabs specimens of COVID-19 patients using qRT-PCR 259 

and mNGS workflow 260 

For evaluation of accuracy, a total of 98 RNA samples from 64 COVID-19 patients are 261 

tested using both mNGS assay and qRT-PCR. SARS-CoV-2 viral signals are present in 262 
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44 mNGS positive samples in 47 dual-gene positive qPCR results. At single-gene 263 

positive samples, 5 in 11 generated SARS-CoV-2 viral. No reads classified as SARS-264 

CoV-2 are obtained from mNGS assay of 40 qPCR-negative samples. Besides, there were 265 

no other DNA or RNA viruses were considered as positive according our threshold in 266 

these samples. Overall, CATCH showed 84.5% sensitivity and 100% specificity 267 

compared to original clinical test results (Figure 3A). And if only consider dual-gene 268 

positive samples, the sensitivity will increase to 93.7%. On the other hand, we found viral 269 

duplicate filtered RPM of SARS-CoV-2 have strong correlation with Ct value of N gene 270 

(R2=0.754) rather than ORF1ab ((R2=0.326, Figure 3B and C). Although it inferred that 271 

CATCH might have 3'bias, we still found that CATCH had capability of RNA virus 272 

detection and semi-quantifying viral copies concentration in clinical samples. 273 

Microbial profile in COVID-19 patients and healthy control 274 

To explore unique features of microbial profile in COVID-19 patients, we recruit another 275 

15 healthy volunteers to collect their oropharyngeal swabs. In sum, we got 276 

36,845.1[27,519.4, 46,170.7] microbial RPM in COVID-19 patients and 277 

109,398.1[102,779.5, 116,016.8] microbial RPM in healthy control. Patients and healthy 278 

control can be clustered as three groups by top 50 microbial genus (Figure S2A). Jensen-279 

Shannon divergence of all microbiome was used to calculate distance of three groups 280 
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(Critical, Moderate and Healthy, Figure S2B). There was significant difference between 281 

COVID-19 patients (both critical and moderate) and healthy control (PERMANOVA test, 282 

p < 0.001). And between critical and moderate group, we also found a difference in 283 

microbiome of oropharyngeal swabs (PERMANOVA test, p = 0.013). To exclude batch 284 

effects on microbial profile data, we re-classified samples according to collection date 285 

and library preparation batches (Figure S2A). There were significant differences in 286 

clusters grouped by collection date and library preparation batches (PERMANOVA test, p 287 

< 0.001 and p < 0.001). But if only considering COVID-19 patients, we found less impact 288 

of collection date and library preparation on microbial profile (PERMANOVA test, p = 289 

0.053 and p = 0.182). We found characteristic microbial taxon in healthy control such as 290 

Streptococcus, Prevotella and Veilonella that were common in human upper respiratory 291 

tracts (Figure S2A). For COVID-19 patients, we also found an enrichment of 292 

opportunistic pathogen such as Candida genus (Mann Whitney U test, p < 0.001, Figure 293 

S3A and C).  For further confirmation of this result, we used culture methods to detect 294 

Candida genus via VITEK225. There were 2 in 4 ICU patients that were detected 295 

Candida genus positive. 296 

 297 

Discussion 298 
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As of today, acute respiratory infection (ARI) caused by RNA viruses is still one of the 299 

main diseases all over the world. According to the study of GLIMP26, EPIC4 and CAP-300 

China27, viral CAP diagnosis was 37.2% in Asia, 23% in the United States and 39.2% in 301 

China. To improve our capabilities of etiological diagnosis in infectious disease, mNGS 302 

assay has been applied and studied by many researchers and is gradually developed to be 303 

a powerful tool in the past few years28. However, there were some challenges had to be 304 

overcome during mNGS implementation in clinical settings such as laborious wet-lab 305 

manipulations and lack of analytical validation following with a standard guideline7,28. In 306 

this study, we set up a rapid, ease-to-use and sensitive clinical mNGS workflow--CATCH 307 

based on RNA/DNA hybrids tagmentation via Tn5 for respiratory RNA viruses detection.  308 

Besides, we provide a series data of its analytical performance of SARS-CoV-2 and 309 

Influenza A virus. To our knowledge, this is the first study that testing comprehensive 310 

performance of mNGS method based on RNA/DNA hybrids tagmentation for pathogen 311 

detection. We highly consider that this newfound characteristic feature of Tn5 will help 312 

mNGS implementation in clinical settings. Thus, solid data of accuracy and robustness of 313 

CATCH in pathogen detection are required and important for its clinical uses. 314 

Of many mNGS workflow for pathogen detection, capability for quantification is still a 315 

challenge for many reasons29-31. Although CATCH cannot provide a well-defined 316 

linearity of quantification for RNA viral detection, we still found that viral signals 317 
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detected by CATCH (duplicate filtered RPM) are strongly correlation with viral copies 318 

concentration or titers both in spiked trials and clinical samples (Figure 1A and B, Figure 319 

2B and C). We considered that CATCH can be used as a semi-quantification tool for 320 

many clinical uses and comparing with other detection methods. On the other hands, 321 

CATCH can distinguish related species even subspecies. Identification of different 322 

subtype of Influenza A virus are important for clinical diagnosis32. 323 

In analytical performance test with reference standard, we first found that limits of 324 

detection of CATCH were 39.2 copies/test for SARS-CoV-2 and 278.1 copies/mL for 325 

Influenza A virus. The sensitivity of Influenza A virus was at the same level of magnitude 326 

described in previous mNGS study either at Illumina platform11 or Nanopore platform16. 327 

While for SARS-CoV-2, we suggest that small genome size (three partial genomic 328 

regions, 3kb) might be the reason that CATCH cannot achieve a sensitive result the same 329 

as qRT-PCR11,15. Second, our data showed that high host background was a fairly 330 

common limitation of mNGS. It inferred that negative findings of unbiased mNGS 331 

methods might be less useful for excluding infection in high host background 332 

samples11,16. We, third, explore accuracy of CATCH by clinical oropharyngeal swabs 333 

during COVID-19 pandemic. CATCH showed a well compatibility with concentration of 334 

input. Although there were 65.00% and 38.46% samples in qRT-PCR negative and 335 

positive samples cannot be measured a definite concentration (Figure S3), we still have a 336 
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100% success in library preparation (Data not shown). The overall accuracy of CATCH 337 

for SARS-CoV-2 detection relative to conventical qRT-PCR was 91.4%, with 84.5% 338 

sensitivity and 100% specificity. In dual-gene qRT-PCR positive samples, sensitivity 339 

increased to 93.7%. We suggest that integrity of viral RNA might impair pathogen 340 

detective efficiency of CATCH. Moreover, as we knew, CATCH or other RNA/DNA 341 

hybrid tagmentation method without optimization will have obvious 3'bias13. This feature 342 

might also decrease possibility to capture viral fragments in clinical samples. For further 343 

implementation, CATCH needs optimization for overcome this limitation. Last, we found 344 

that CATCH can detect enrichment of opportunistic pathogen in oropharyngeal swabs of 345 

COVID-19 patients comparing with healthy control. It indicated that we can expand 346 

application of CATCH in fungal or bacterial detection in the near future. We also found 347 

an interesting phenomenon that microbiome in oropharyngeal swabs among critical, 348 

moderate patients and healthy people can be grouped in three clusters. Although we 349 

excluded batch effects to some extent such as collection date and library preparation 350 

batch, we still need more clinical data to confirm that there were significant difference in 351 

microbiome of oropharyngeal swabs between COVID-19 patients and healthy people for 352 

the reason that microbial profile might be affect by many artificial factors33. But it 353 

inferred that CATCH have a strong potential on finding microbial biomarker for disease 354 

evaluation and estimation34-36. 355 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 22, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.12.20099754doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.12.20099754
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


In summary，technological advancements in library preparation methods, sequence 356 

generation and computational bioinformatics are enabling quicker and more 357 

comprehensive metagenomic analyses at cost-effectiveness level. We hope CATCH will 358 

be a routine implementation of clinical mNGS in patient care settings. 359 

 360 
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 457 

Figure Caption: 458 

Figure 1. Schematic of RNA/DNA hybrid tagmentation workflow and its applications on 459 

RNA viruses detection. (A) Optimization of RNA/DNA hybrid tagmentation workflow. 460 

(B) Detection and semi-quantification of 7 typical respiratory RNA viruses. (C) Detection 461 

and semi-quantification of 3 typical Influenza A virus subtype. IAV: Influenza A virus, 462 
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IBV: Influenza B virus, RSV: respiratory syncytial virus, PIV: parainfluenza virus, 463 

Mumps V: mumps virus and Rubella V: rubella virus.  464 

 465 

Figure 2. Accuracy of mNGS workflow comparing with qRT-PCR. (A) 2 X 2 466 

contingency tables comparing the performance of mNGS workflow relative to qRT-PCR 467 

and clinical testing. The composite qRT-PCR standards used are both gene are detected 468 

(left), both gene negative (middle) and single gene detected (right). (B) Comparation of 469 

qRT-PCR ORF1ab gene Ct value and mNGS viral signals. (C) Comparation of qRT-PCR 470 

N gene Ct value and mNGS viral signals. 471 

 472 

Figure S1. Analytical characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 Influenza A virus. (A) LOD of 473 

SARS-CoV-2. (B) LOD of Influenza A virus. (C) Interference test with A549 host cell on 474 

Influenza A virus and Internal control. (D) Stability test on Influenza A virus and Internal 475 

control. 476 

 477 

Figure S2. Microbial profile in oropharyngeal swabs of critical, moderate patients and 478 

healthy volunteers. (A) Heatmap of Top 50 microbial genus of critical, moderate patients 479 
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and healthy volunteers. Red color represents high relative abundance and black color 480 

represents low relative abundance. (B) PCoA of microbiome in oropharyngeal swabs. (C) 481 

Relative abundance of Candida genus in different group. 482 

 483 

Figure S3. RNA concentration of clinical oropharyngeal swabs specimens after DNase 484 

treatment. (A) Distribution of RNA concentration of throat swabs. Points lower than LOD 485 

of Qubit are generated by random function. (B) Proportion of samples with RNA 486 

concentration lower than LOD of Qubit. 487 
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Table 1. Detection and quantification performance of 7 RNA viruses and 3 influenza A virus subtypes by CATCH 

Viral Name 
Genome 

Size GC% 

1X  

duplicate filtered RPM 

10X  

duplicate filtered RPM 

Fold-change comparing 

with baseline (1X) 
p-value 

SARS-CoV-2 3k 38.0 20.15(3.02, 37.28) 215.12(160.07, 270.16) 11.78(8.76, 14.79) 0.126 

Influenza A virus (A/2009(H1N1)) 13k 44.2 177.06(141.03, 213.09) 2198.24(1471.33, 2925.15) 12.41(8.31, 16.52) 0.127 

Influenza B virus (B/Victoria)   14k 40.2 9.08(5.53, 12.62) 126.99(71.07, 182.92) 13.99(7.83,20.15) 0.108 

Respiratory Syncytial Virus 15k 33.2 11.22(7.55, 14.88) 213.73(110.10, 317.36) 19.05(9.82, 28.29) 0.051 

Parainfluenza virus 15k 37.2 12.37(5.84, 18.89) 191.04(140.71, 241.37) 15.45(11.38, 19.52) 0.029 

Rubella virus 9.7k 69.6 17.76(12.37, 23.16) 119.89(6.49, 17.49) 6.75(3.65, 9.85) 0.046 

Mumps rubulavirus 15k 42.5 20.05(8.38, 31.77) 165.39(59.58, 171.92) 5.76(2.96, 8.55) 0.022 

Influenza A virus (A/2009(H1N1)) 13k 44.2 4.73(3.90, 5.55) 16.49(10.46, 22.52) 3.36(2.13, 4.59) 0.002 

Influenza A virus (A/H3N2) 13k 45.0 5.25(2.95, 7.55) 38.92(11.26, 66.58) 8.09(2.34, 13.84) 0.29 

Influenza A virus (A/H7N9) 13k 45.1 1.10(0.62, 1.57) 5.36(3.08, 7.63) 1.69(0.97, 2.40) <0.001 
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Table 2. Performance characteristics for CATCH on Influenza A virus and SARS-CoV-2 

Performance 

metrics 
Method Results 

Limits of detection SARS-CoV-2 39.2 copies/test 

 Influenza A virus (A/H1N1/2009) 278.1 copies/mL 

Precision Qualitative detection of both viruses over 5 consecutive runs 100% concordance 

 

Qualitative detection of both viruses over 3 replicates  

on the same runs 

100% concordance 

Stability 

Qualitative detection of Influenza A virus held  

at 4℃ for 0, 3, 6 days 

100% concordance 

Interference 
Qualitative detection of Influenza A virus in Spiked host cell 

A549 (low, medium and high concentration) 

Only in 104 cell/mL, all spiked ICs are detected above QC 

thresholds; All spiked Influenza A virus are detected above QC 

expect for 2 replicates at high concentration level 
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